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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth In 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous OfTice action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
6/28/2006 has been entered. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-33 have been considered but are 
not persuasive for the following reasons. 

Applicant seems to be arguing no suggestion to combine the references. 
In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine. 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Bakshi discloses 
receiving, by at least one client, a parser from a server (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21- 
47) and parsing the received content by said at least one client (see fig. 6 and col. 7, 
lines 21-47). Bakshi is silent regarding: reconstructing said parser in a web browser 
operating in said at least one client. However, Petty discloses a content parsing system 
parsing content for display at the client device including reconstructing (i.e., rendering) 
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said parser in a web browser operating in said at least one client (see fig. 10 and col. 
10, lines 20-26). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate the teaching of Petty into the system of Bakshi to generate the 
received content in a proper format for display to user. 

Also, applicant seems arguing the references individually. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir: 
1986). 

Furthermore, Petty discloses "Note that framework 1000 can be executed in a 
web browser, with the run-time managers 126 residing on a web server in archived 
form. In this scenario, when a user links to a web page that incorporates a Java applet 
developed using the PDML framework, the archived class library is downloaded to the 
web client, and all parsing and rendering is performed in the browser's execution space" 
which clearly indicates reconstructing said parser in a web browser operating in said at 
least one client (col. 10, lines 20-26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1 -33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bakshi et al., U. S. Patent No. 6,772,200[herein after Bakshi] In view of Petty et al., U.S. 
Patent No. 6,342,907[hereinafter Petty]. 

As per claims 1,14, and 24, Bakshi discloses a method of parsing content received by 

at least one client coupled to a sen/er, said method comprising: 

receiving, by at least one client, a parser from a server (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21- 

47); 

parsing the received content by said at least one client (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21- 
47). 

Bakshi is silent regarding: reconstructing said parser in a web browser operating in said 
at least one client. 

Petty discloses a content parsing system parsing content for display at the client device 
including reconstructing (i.e., rendering) said parser in a web browser operating in said 
at least one client (see fig. 10 and col. 10, lines 20-26). Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of Petty into 
the system of Bakshi to generate the received content in a proper format for display to 
user. 

As per claim 2. 15 and 25, Petty discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said parser is 
received by said at least one client as a collection of Java classes and a serialized Java 
object (see col. 7, lines 7-22). 

As per claims 3-4, Petty discloses the method of claim 2, further including the acts of: 
parsing said received content using a Java portion of the client-side pai^er (see col. 7, 
lines 7-22); and 

placing a call, as needed, into JavaScript for a rule script (see col. 7, lines 7-22). 

As per claims 5-13, Bakshi discloses the method of claim 3, further including the acts of: 
selecting, by said at least one client, a parsing object corresponding to said received 
content, said parsing object containing at least one parsing rule having at least one 
expression (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21-47); and 

parsing, by said at least one client, said content according to said at least one 
parsing mle (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21-47). 

As per claims 16-17, Petty discloses the method of claim 2, further including the acts of: 
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parsing said received content using a Java portion of the client-side parser (see col. 7, 
lines 7-22); and 

placing a call, as needed, into JavaScript for a rule script (see col. 7, lines 7-22). 

As per claims 18-23, Bakshl discloses the method of claim 3, further Including the acts 

of: 

selecting, by said at least one client, a parsing object corresponding to said received 
content, said parsing object containing at least one parsing rule having at least one 
expression (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21-47); and 

parsing, by said at least one client, said content according to said at least one 
parsing rule (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21-47). 

As per claims 26-27, Petty discloses the method of claim 2, further including the acts of: 
parsing said received content using a Java portion of the client-side parser (see col. 7, 
lines 7-22); and 

placing a call, as needed, into JavaScript for a rule script (see col. 7, lines 7-22). 

As per claims 28-33 Bakshi discloses the method of claim 3, further including the acts 

of: 

selecting, by said at least one client, a parsing object corresponding to said received 
content, said parsing object containing at least one parsing rule having at least one 

s. 

expression (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21-47); and 
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parsing, by said at least one client, said content according to said at least one 
parsing mle (see fig. 6 and col. 7, lines 21-47). 
Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Salad E Abdullahi whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4009. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can 
be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

8. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Abdullahi Salad 
Primary examiner 
7/7/2006 




